For CA75-1996 - prior U s e and Citation of FOIA HW 9/29/76 

This supplements my longer list ond subsequent memo. It is based on oarbon 
copies found later in a different file. 

T o J«Hh« d ^ i T 1 J; 000rd ^ !^° W \ tat from 2/12/70 to 3/23/71 in a dozen letters 
1 thr f® Z thaa ® i 9ttera 1 oited th9 Aot 4 times, in one of 
these four times on a single page. In two others I oite the Aot 3 times on a 
sing la page* 

the Art ^times ?* 1 r9 °° rds 8how that 1 made * r9 ^ 9 sts for answers under 

™i da oA 8 ° f /* he l 9 tte S 3 Ln ^ first group above arei 

1 9 71^1 3/22 1 Z/zZ ‘ 3 / 20,4 ^ 22{5 / 14,6 / l2 » 7 /^» 8 /l 3 * 8/20 , 10/20 . 

These eitations are from a file I had to disoontinue keeping in 1971. This 

*■ ^ *■- -ffs. 2; 

1971 1 3/23j I2/II 

£ .v rt i.‘r4„^/ 89 1 ° ’ uoh 1 '-*»* <*• ■>«*•*■«* * — »« •»<> 

- s 4” 2 “ » jjs.fr js ?szs?s?" 

m^f" 6 m< * thay pay no attention to their ten Interpretation 

of the law for other agencies and persons using the law. interpretation 

On 0/13/70 I refer to my prior requests for King assassination records. 

the avai 4 1 f >l V 3arlier show only when I was asked to use 

o5\m" r! dld 1 * ae At 311(1 that thereafter I was unable to obtain copies 

4/22/70 1 which 8 fl!a4 f °T* X T l3 i ett ! r Sh0wa my appe 31 from 9a rlier denials. 

/22/ 0 hi oh again shows X made the requests under the A.ot« savn I «m o-ninn. 

%%A0 Pie in1inn 9 : d 3 f r 8 13 2oing to insist* l"X 

I not{ that* the Sm^o^ver »* 'Ve^uests T r9questa f ° r fomtu 

par. 3) that 1 have not had any word sinoe’a review of seme rf°*« l !^ S0 ^ P * 2 * 

promised in 1968. ' Y review of some requested records was 

P uf a 5 rap k ** P* 1 r ^P or t fl that I went to two different D.T offine. 4-n 

1 »° l *«* «y or "« a. pr^Slrif 1 ” 

mailing them to me. It also says that my appeals under the Aot have 
bean ignored, as have earlier requests, with the vSv first ZlteZl 

8/20/70. rSSht 0 r th AOt - (I thl ” lt th * ■* W[,d -»»W bo read in tSl.) 

tM Te J5“ eiTea ao °o aa bo bhe ontlrs^Uo 0 " 11 !*^^ 0 !^* 8 n ° atf ' tala o nt that X 

“ Ray - 4 “ 5 «• - slzJSL 



2 



ment against th*nu On page 5 I say they 'Violated the law for a year and a half, 
which goes hack to ray 3/69 ^ing material requests. And that they "ultimately 
denied me throe parts of my request* " On 8/l2 I asked idfc for assurance that all 
had been made available to me. 

In sumia ry ^ belisve that this segment of ray files that 1 had not been able 
to search earlier by themselves fchow that 1 was using the Act from the first, that 
their responses reflect this as their understanding, too, and that from the time 
they Insisted upon my use of DJ 118 forms they did all possible to prevent my 
use of the forms, extending to not providing them on repeated requests and then 
also not providing their own instructions, even when I went to the Department and 
tried ti j>btain them# 

They also show a pattern of non- compliance and of stalling and plaoing un- 
necessary impediments in my way. This relates to records on the Mng assassi- 
nation as wellas to other subjects. 

They also reflect what is established in other records, that this intent not 
to comply extends to swearing falsely to oomplianoe to a federal court when in 
fact there not only had not been compliance but when some of what was falsely 
sworn to having been given me was later mailed to me under dated, covering letters. 




